MEEREFESNERAFER

Bk H 3, T
WIS I 2 Rl 2B, Kb 410081

E MR AR R (AMF)EE 521 80% MR AT B AESC &, FdE I AR P s () Mk 45
1o 5 1 AN SR e, @SR IR S S o IR EL ML AN 5E 7RIS, i©
HIPTAEBRGFRER . SHIFEFEZEL, AMF 4HMEE 32l LT B B-Hi R4
Ji, IRLEHGR A AR e B N Y T EAE o TR R AT R e R
PBEINE H FI fe A7 AT, (L9 L TR FR) 2802 A A e UL X1 ) B A7) e B e I LA T A
Mo EABRERILA L RS, KRB E A 7S TR, XM & A A fe t 2 s 1
G N, et AR FC B 15 B IR G R . ASOM AMF 208 8 H I S BLIR AT 1
R AL, IR T AR AT M S Bk . X RONL R A S BT W AMF R A
FE A L ANYERF RPNV, N3t BAR XS &t 1, 087 B ol SRR 0 E PR
TP A, (e b AR TSR

KERIA) MM, WRIAE, RN, MWECRIRECE, - HE AR

IAE AR LA A2 B SR A i) 2 (- UAE S AR &R, IR AR K2 80%1H)
iy A= AL 5 BR B B ) 1 — 2R B BR BT @ S 1 BRI OC &R (Parniske, 2013). TR AR BB E I B
F1E F DR RAL, BEHERE B0 EABEEY TR IR RCR, L E B
R AF IR AT SR, 2021). VEAEIER, & A A 58 3 B s s A 4F H R4 R R UE S
JFR (BIVT.2%, 2007; Jiang et al., 2017; Luginbuehl and Oldroyd, 2017 ). 33X [ 4 5 22 He bl
AN 128 DG B 3B AR A S B I A SRR B PR BN A, 3 0 A A7) A PR A 7 AR VR A2 B i
B R - A S R G AR 3 VR /R FH(Shi et al., 2023). JEHSK, 7E1E EAEYIEE
LAy AL 7 T /S T (Shi et al., 2021; Wang et al., 2021; Ivanov and
Harrison, 2024; Serrano et al., 2024; Tan et al., 2025) . 2R, HAjxH AR #H R EE
(arbuscular mycorrhiza fungi, AMF )& ] 1 42 Ak 3R 3o A= SR i L 1 /b . SHEY9%
JRFAEDRAN, IE R AR RE R RS LT B 22 A S S N-WE A0 I BRI S5 2544 i 73
1 Sy i TR B A P AH 5 43 7B X (microbe-associated molecular patterns, MAMPs), T i%
515 A N S (Basse and Boller, 1992; Felix et al., 1993; Kuchitsu, 1993;
Granado et al., 1995; Kloppholz et al., 2011). g A AR 2R 71 5244 2R G 1R i) 1% 26 {5
SEAYFHRFAE, 4K TS S AL LA B 12 Y (Boller and Felix, 2009). [FIR, FCHEAE 4>
WA — RN HE B W AP B AR, F0 T AR MAMPS (TR 51l 50 R U S0
IS FJ#% (Plett and Martin, 2015). Bt4h, AMF I8 fg 4336 — 28 B 70 S8 5 AN i 58 SR 4L 1
MYC ¥, BT FAEYIL AR OS2 AR, AT i fe B2, & A= A OCIE % (Feng et
al., 2019; Zhang et al., 2021).

1 MEEAEXESFR

RN H (effectors), AR FR NAN. T, f&/Nr ¥ 73 W8 H (small secreted proteins,
SSPs), ks L &8 MY K0 T (EFEE A . RNA FI DNA )78 242 s
Wicke H #: 2025-04-27; #:5Z HI: 2025-07-08
HATH: E5E AR 4 (No.32300251 )Rl 64 1 757 43 4 (N0.2024J4029)
EEE . peng.wang@hunnu.edu.cn
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P18 LAY E R (Selin et al., 2016). & 2508 2 11 R AR 7L 3 R AR T IR L
JOPBERHE, X R TR NS F2 35 4 AR DL 75 78 9% 55U (Chisholm et al., 2006). £
R YetE EREYS AR, AN E BN T AR R SRR R R D e o i - L R
AR AMIAEE S, 08 ER AT RE A1 3 20 BRI TR 52 A4 T 4 I A ) 3 2 DA iR e
BERE, B B R L G2 2 1E A0 MO PN TR A O R R A N 4, AT i O R AR R R I T
(Hogenhout et al., 2009).

LT KON B 1 i LR S S AREAE, TR G T A R 0 T R B A PR
(Jaswal et al., 2020; Sperschneider and Dodds, 2022). HRIEHLA 4% & BN 5 A 25 iR
5 iR seuEEdE, HAZ QS MRHERT A9 9L 3 m. (1) N 35S S IKE MIRfELE, itk
M 28 fop IR 1A R 12 B M AMEOA S (Liu et al., 2014); (2) £ REEK 5 /M T 300 N
JL1% (Sperschneider and Dodds, 2022), H'E & M & iR5% % (structural cysteine residue,
SCR) (Sperschneider et al., 2015), Z45MRHIEA BT ke e it 45 & 514, 575 3400
BN R TR (NEE )R . DNA Fil RNA) A BAR, X 5808 & H 14T RIS &
(Selin et al., 2016); (3) 5 /15 45 Fadek Py ik 2 R E HO AR 8 A7 AE T M 4123 18] 801 3 40 i A #1855
(Jaswal et al., 2020).

£ AMF 2885 H 4508 BT Re g i b, B I Y % 58 A7 15 5 (nuclear localization
signal, NLS)4l, I35 DL R SCBERA . (1) 2R W IKBREE /IR, Wl RgiB It & oK mE A
P AL U 38 B 1 T S B A B 1 (Beelair et al., 2023); (2) ML (MD-2 A 5% 5 1R 51 ) 45 74
B, AT R T HAENLE R RS 3 s R 5 AU 4% (Wang et al., 2020); (3) JL TR
it TR B AL 38, T REEIE TL T B4 Tk S AR M SE I A 9% 1R 16 3% (Cord-Landwehr et al.,
2016). XLEe/rT-HLEIPEVER, SEREISCEl AMF 7835 A o F8 vhoxd R4 S s 2 455 i /6
T A E 775 (Zeng et al., 2018).

4k, Aparicio Chacon %5(2023) K HAWIE B % H AR KRG 7 AR F &
(Rhizophagus irregularis)? N d H I 5 KHFE, €t 3 M%7 DNA/RNA 456 454
(RirG013260. RirG200050 Al RirG267270)/4N & (1, L AT At il AR N #1255
18 F AR T R A IX —HEWTHE A A e . B et — BRI, A 12 DR F T AR
FHORRFIE A 038 ok, B N & SR AL Bl 5 K 38U 380N 43 3 1 AT Rl Ho O, 15 5 4% 3
SRR ZEAR W 5 5 TR, 4 NS Ca® G & a5 IR R B T RE S 55 S5
SIS BEAh, YT M A T RER T BRI 253K, ELHE Expansin-like 25438 FT GEd i 4
O EEAS (R 2F LR E JEERE ). ENOD 25 438 (n] REASTADUAR IR L A8 2 Lk ) LA R BB %
ZikE(FTREZ 5 TOR & IR AE 5 il g 4% ) 55 S B D BE B2 Jt (Aparicio Chacén et al.,
2023).

T OGN 8K 45 8- D BE S MR IR 96 0 A R Gl (R RT DU E ()2 5 B0 B —
B, AMF BR8N 8 AT Be DR AR A)- U AE YD 3E AR I s 5 A% S AR SC i A
2 MEERAEBYNEANHELERE

FCTE BN R (AR 5 R B B = {5 57 P (Jaswal et al., 2020; Sperschneider and
Dodds, 2022), a2 A — B AR RER R A HIIRE S E . MaT ik 7L = 2@ A 5L A
LI s 22 MR AE A B PR AL S5 50, 456 ORI B 1 B 3L PR AR 2R 47 77
o X AMF RESCRARAS LU AR FE FE 25 B R AH I 7, AR 8 250N B 11 R ARFAIE F000 5 AN B AR
e FER R A & 300-500 MEFERN R H, 25 BB HEN 1%—2% (Tisserant et al.,
2013; Lin et al., 2014). Kamel % 2017)E I LB RG K ERLRAKITZH 2 F AMF
(Rhizophagus irregularis 5 Glomus rosea)fEAN A1 3 H1 1 b & (A RIEAR R, 45 E54EM1E
BT A T RA RSN DR EE R, RS ZEMES . B aEmRsm
W EE R R E, XL ST AT REAETE 3 e % A 4R B AR N AR AT OB AR )

2
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IR WO R UIEIEOR 5 s 7 AHZE &, Zeng 55(2018) 70 i 7 AR f 38 25
RN B RIE AR AN IR B, . MO 22 . B L MR PRIk, DL ERES T
£ 5 K [A 15 £ ¥ Y (Allium schoenoprasum . Medicago truncatula #1  Nicotiana
benthamiana)3:A: I, 20N 8 [ 58 DR (1) 22 S 3R 0E o TEAS [ By S 1 3R R 28N 2R 1 AT g
5 HAEANF R B W B RE € D REAH 5% 05 RS R T B B A iz e A AE 5, XK
% SP7 —H, IXLLRSHE AT B b N B1E Y40 A% A k2 FH (Kloppholz et al., 2011;
VoR et al., 2018; Zeng et al., 2018; Wang et al., 2021; Betz et al., 2024). K7 30% 55 A
FEB RS A AN F R B B B A AR LR a8 S, R A /N 43 2808 i 1 R S 7 B 22 B,
WK IA(Zeng et al., 2018). XL N H A] GEEH B R L W R En A BT A
it

AR FC R R B, AN IR 58 8] S ] 2H 20 25 S mes (Fi R iy vk ) S T S vk 22 7
W I E BT AEE ST 2 5 (Somoza et al., 2024), {HHF 7 A CIA R BN
EEBAEA BE SR, o H A fFE N\ (Jaswal et al., 2020; Sperschneider and
Dodds, 2022). ¥ BAE O 4 E A A PN B, A ECMEEC AMF AR 7 52
B (2808 B A E AR G RV B A 1) AR B AR L A & b © 58 D R R AIE, 1T H A R R
FEMIECE Rl AMF RORLEE 1, 75 AR TRAR L AR 1R 5 1 70 1 TR 4% X 4 v o] Rt R H5 SCBE IR AR )
FAEH .

3 BHREDEMENAREREENEES

H T H 1T AMF & TEiEgAe e ik, X AMF 2508 25 [ 55 DR D B IRVR A AR X 520« B
AN SPT [T RE KT [ B Lok, Bl A 55 T 1 2 KT ER (host-induced  gene
silencing, HIGS)H; R # i ohiz T 75 AMF 15843 3£ R T RE, AMF 208 8 A O Th RERE 782
B3 — it (Helber et al., 2011; Tsuzuki et al., 2016; Xie et al., 2016; VoR et al., 2018;
Zeng et al., 2020). LAF&EZE 1 HETCA LLEBR I Zh BEWT 7811 AMF RS 8 7 ARG 3R AR
fIFE LI 1)

3.1 MNMER SP7

SP7 (Secreted Protein 7)& A AR FL B Glomus intraradices 43 b/ T H . %
FEAESEEEY RN, B AMF 7518 EAR S8 7 R 4ERF AR S R IR S
(Kloppholz et al., 2011).SP7 B A DL N J A5 RFAE: (1) N 355 5 K/ S Mo 53 (2) NLS
Z 51 %i18; (3) KRG T HI4ERFE A AT 1 (4) BERIEFERIERT ™4 2 cDNA 2%
I, X — KB W B R R A o8 SP7 AT REAE L AE I R R [H B B AT E S A
(Kloppholz et al., 2011).

e A E AL BERERURAS R TR RIROR, SPT BIAE FANLEN1S ARG IR o %501
EHIEE N G SR ROWE RIS, &8 SHEHNZEAES 5 S e T HEY
MR N . TEREYIAE L S, SP7 R 51 45 A TR P B 0 B & 1 % sk R -7 ERF19
(Tournier et al., 2003; Huang et al., 2019) , i i $i 55 A4 5 3 K 26 1A SR AE 3 Hu s I vE
It s, WmfEdE AMF 01E 32 el 54 R4 R . EAERNEZ, SPT IR IRT
PELE H B B (W95 95 1H (Magnaporthe  oryzae)) 145 LLIRAIE, H A v KI5 R H A
BRI EAR IR, #E—BIEse SPT {EN) W RN B (AR 4 H B AE Y E Rk
A 4% 0AF FH (Kloppholz et al., 2011).

2024 4, £%F SP7 KRN R I KR — IR T SP7 KR DRe B T IIESE
SP7 N EHT S SR45. UI-70K 1 U2AF35 45 mRNA BUHL A7 HAE, i i i
MRNA & FEW B2 5 5518400, i HILA RS pLH 3 4t 7 8riEdE (Betz et al,,
2024).
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SP7 ThEEWFFLRM, AMF BS5EYET BEARIFEAR, Ak H -5 5 v i R ) R 2
PR S, T8I AN B T T il i, X — RIUEIE TG00 A+ AMF AR
FHO SR B B ML R SE . (ESE R, SPT UIRE REER B IR PSR, 220N A AT A
IS5 RE-HEYEAE, 858N T AERS S AR A A IE
3.2 ¥ MER SISt

SIS1 %N 2 [ (Strigolactone-Induced Putative Secreted Protein 1)52& 1 A~ H i il 4=
liE(strigolactone, SL)i-F /WA 1, 7E M E BAR L AR Fi A AN AL AL B Be3t) R4 G .
SIS1 E: 5 B A 450 bp FIgmhd FE BANE A& 7 (1 JLAYRFIE (Tisserant et al., 2013). Tsuzuki
Z5(2016) K FH L 20 7 H AR (RNA-seq) R Hh A &R o AR LA e 8 KO 4 Y i Ab R ZH 3 Fol
SEIS 464 N Rhizophagus irregularis FIFE R R IETE AT KRG 0HT, T RIEKTFEZIFE T
FRrEdmi SIS A H IR RIFIRAWT T . XA e E RIS E AN, BRES
IRAM A R AT R AE P S5 K3k . (EAFEEE, 7E Rhizophagus irregularis 2 PR 2H A il 2
2/~ SIST [FYEE A, X — RIMMFEAL A BEUESE 1 1% 8 F 1 HE 2% (Tsuzuki et al., 2016). i&#
TEA R IA T AT i SR UTBREESLIG, #n 1 SIS1 BARIMEARTIRE. Mz KA
NI, B E TP R E 15 (Medicago truncatula) () g iR 5 1 T R B 3
BE, RIS B AL 50 R B S AR A SR R SRR K R SRR, e
TERY-RAE LA R BA AT B R IEY F T Ee(Tsuzuki et al., 2016). &I, KT
SIS1 & H RN T T8 RAE RN 8 E e R PR, IS RAEAE S 0 T EuE L AE
AR, M D TR

SIS1 KRR 1T SLAG 5 v] Ldid 75 5 2008 8 [ 20X (Rt JU 5 2 B L], AN
RS A BT TR A TVEAR, FIR N HIGS HiARTE AMF LK D) RERT 78 L34t 737 ik .
3.3 & LysM &3l N ER

LysM 2R 8 /2 B 7 5 A 1 224 LysM (Lysin motif) 25 /38 1) N i d
LysM Z5#485 lH 40-50 M EERRMI AL, FA TR B-a-a-B “ 45 BT, 1245 Miidid B
25 a BRI A &R e R R LT B (chitin) X LATAY) 45 725 B (chitosan) fl LT
Jii 2L 9% (chitin oligosaccharides) (Akcapinar et al., 2015). LysM 20 & [l i 4 e PE 45 &
JUT o Bc A4, BE il A8 4 A5 =38R 31 52 4k o 9 iR AR % 4 1 53X (pathogen-associated
molecular patterns, PAMPs){¥JiR 71, A i BH W 5002 45 5 2R 1 M. (Schmitz et al., 2019). £
AM F1H Rhizophagus irreqularis 515 FHE LA FEF, & LysM S5 R 385508N & H 505 %
REDE BN RRIAEE, HEEERN R L5 M4k (Zeng et al., 2018). 7~ 1% &
I AERE Y- HAF T B SR ] . Zeng 25(2020) 1 B 7 AM LI Rhizophagus irregularis
SrUATR LysM Z5 K380 2 11 RISLM (117 T3 6E(Zeng et al., 2020). RiSLM {E /N5
BE(ZIN T kb), B — LysM 2530 A% O ThRe BB . 5 A1 LysM £ a3l 3 2
ZfBl, RISLM A8 JLT B AT &, Al PAMPs 5 5 (4 S | o

AM E # Rhizophagus irregularis 431 RISLM 248 2 11 7E B HR LA B B R B 0%
A RHE(Schmitz et al., 2019; Zeng et al., 2020), HAEHHLHITTAE K (1) @il 54k
SEE LT R K LT 5 S8 (chitin oligosaccharides, COs)fi [ i {2 8B S S Bk, N
MIEACERBEAMAE, QRN AM HEE ARG MEILT R EE
(lipochitooligosaccharides, LCOs), H#Z 5ILAE(E 5 T, (3) B&TE R R R A
(BRI =R AR B 4 TR, P A SN B T AR 0 M. LysM SN 88 T ) Bk 431
FRPEAEHAE AM B - AL AR SR bR I OC R DD e, @ N 3 E B e bk 5 e AR
B P SE I ERFEAE . X LysM R0 8 AL ST ARG 1 18 - AR 41 BLAE N 25
PRI, SENVEIPUI P R ) 42 B A A A 20 TR 8L F T R G139 S
3.4 MM EH RICRN1
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CRN (Crinkler)& A XK GAEN—RRENEH, |2 5040 T 90 % (oomycetes) A B 73 F i
(4n%z A1 AMF) A (Adhikari et al., 2013; Shen et al., 2013; Zhang et al., 2016; Farrer et al.,
2017). VoR %(2018)M\ AMF ik ih & 41MEik CRN HEBAT RGN T, I W]
RICRN1 & F ) Dy REAFIE 5 S5 M RAIE 188 FAE 73 T 45 7T 5 CRN SRR % B — 3k
H N o ARSI LFLAK & DWL 254938, 11 C i A& 1% € £ {5 5 (nuclear localization
signal, NLS)5 REaseb Ljjfig . ifiid ik 3l 73 # & W, RICRNA LA B B 5 M0 i IR 56 e
B E B MPT4 315K RILFEIE & .

RICRN1 (1) 45 4 pAIE 5 AL TRAR L A= R D RE 5 UIAH 5K o 1% 8 8 A% 8 A4S 5 3 AR
VIR, FEEARZ N TR B . 2L N i LFLAK-like 3% 57 7] G2 5 R sk A 440 i
FOpLE, T DWL S5 mT fe s i 2 A A e 1t e R . REaseb-like 4fik4 18 5 BR il 14: A 1)
BAEOG, HENRES SIZRE A BB . C imssiisae% /5 RICRNT BI[FVE =24k, M
A RESU M LD RE A% . 454 CRN EEZFRIAHICHTFT, RICRN BESE M AE BA A
ATEARRIER . B, RS 18 B SRR TR Ao Al FRE 55505, K IN
RICRN1 25 WKL 25 T a4 Rf, (HHFRA KBRS . 5% L #RIER) CRN &
FANE, RICRNT BEANGS T AR 40 A0 T, i W1 HAE L AR % v B hoRR (9 Th e
(VoB et al., 2018).

RICRN1 X% 8 FE N AN AMF H DI ERAE ) CRN AR, 0 & IR A AR
T RICRN1 ZE3LAE i MR, 3 9 BR AR R AR L AR 1) 2 HILI AR AL 18 A -

Spores

O

-
» N \ob
Arbuscule
Arbuscule
P
© sp7
SP7s & Cofactor
s A SISl [0 ERF19
O O o,
() mg LysM o  Chitins
™ RiCRN1® Ublquitin
© RiNLElO H2B
i f Core Splicing Factors

denfense genes

B A A B R 1 28508 2 A P L

(@) B E SP7 /i B 4uf sk, BENTE R4z b5 ERF19 TAE, i S F KR, (b) SP7s
RO R ARE T RN, i S A BT T SRAS IR IR E BT, SR S RS AR A
FERARILA; () SIS 2RI A/E AMF 2 5E (1 10 70 i0s, A5 RT3 i AMF ()5 5 28 DA R 7 T iR (d)
LysM 24 88 (T BASe e PE 5 L T R4S &, Sl st pi i [ 5, (e) RICRNA Z0R & (A H S 25 ik A

5
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6 B, TR R AE, TR SRR S A 1] G e R R AIRR L, (f) RINLET @id 548 8 H H2B HAE,
FELIT HuB1 Xt H2B (Riz Ak, AT VRS T S s S .

Figure 1 The functional diagram of AMF effectors

(a) The effector protein SP7, secreted into the extracellular space, enters the host nucleus and interacts
with ERF19 to suppress the expression of defense-related genes; (b) SP7s effector proteins enter the
host nucleus, bind to the splicing factor SR45 to regulate alternative splicing, thereby inhibiting plant
immune responses and promoting arbuscular mycorrhizal symbiosis; (c) The SIS1 effector protein,
secreted during the early stages of AMF colonization, enhances fungal colonization and spore formation;
(d) LysM effector proteins competitively bind to chitin, negatively regulating plant defense signaling; (e)
The RICRN1 effector protein enters host cells via structural features, forms dimers, and potentially
suppresses immune-related gene expression through nucleic acid interactions; (f) RINLE1 interacts with

histone H2B, blocking H2B monoubiquitination mediated by HuB1, thereby modulating host immunity.

3.5 MM EH RINLE1

RINLE1 (Nuclear Localized Effector1)/& i i 11 -8 W40 MuAZ 1 i3k Ak PR =7 BY % € £ 3%
NEER o AR 45 ML S RRRFIEALER: (1) N 3 i 85 5 IR S8 iif4 12 22 Ja 4h =515 (2)
C Uit EH 15 5 (KKKGKKGKPKRKH)E A 1 Z 35 e & AR X, IXSh 0N 8 H Al 1 - 4 %
JE [FEHE o =R AR TIN 53 B 27, RINLEA Sk = S0 Thig g5 5, (B 3L FIUR S B 7V s 57
BB 2 AFEAE, $ERH D RERH RG4S 77 B S B R St £ B A EZEH (Wang et al.,
2021).

RINLE1 f % 0 ) fig 2 38 i R0 SR AL R4 8 1 M & . s Rk Lo
(Co-immunoprecipitation, Co-IP)5 R 2438 (Yeast Two-hybrid, Y2H)H AR, iEsSiZE A
5ia A EE H2B AR B HAER R ARSI AT RE & BLIZ 21 %40 HUB1 Xf H2B
PEMhRe, B e EIHZ ZABEE &Y A SRR, Ml H2B $z =L
(H2Bub)#ifEA o« sdt— 2P il it s 45 #r, ESE RINLE BB 5 25 30 15 M) e 41
AR Ik, b ik AR L AR AR ) e i 3R (Wang et al., 2021).

KREMRIERREESHEASE, REE EEYRVEAE B KCP 1) 5 SN E .
RINLE1 [F)J5 8 A A AE T HARVE RS FR A BB, X R AR A B0 5 H s BAR R,
WAEAERLT RINLEA FVRSENLH] . B FOZ 08 & AR B BB R A AR TR R, A
A B T 6 20 IR 5 2 Y RAEY) 1 R 2500, XA BT 5 4 R A 8 A2 Bk A2
HLRAEAEK .

4 BE5RE

AMF X3 s SE R A R R b B HEAE A, FoORIMS BT IR N b M
MR AR AT 4 5 H B LA (1) 2T LA ER AL 13 (0 S8 o E H At Hohse S AL AA En i+
BR. 124 A1k, UF 5 28 AMF SN H IR DI Re v b i B, HA{h 3 A8 E AR AL
RBVBONTEA RN XM R EBIR IR =, FEF A AMF 2808 23 1 R AR AR sk
Z RGN NG T TR G, AMF U8 8 I8 H B 707 =/ NIE S 5 RS L RRHIE,
{EL ) oA R B 3 5 < P 25 R o 1% B G R I, AMIF 28 2 1A AT g ik 22 RPAS [ 1) 20 B
FEAEH, IXTCEESEIN T Disemt e & 26 M. (i T oz @ A8 5, phR s LA T8
WIS B ERT AMF R385 A EAT R RO IR AN S a5 350 28 A v 1) R B 1 P T Ik K
PIEkiK . BeA, T AMF B ATETCIET R B B AR AE, 154K AMF 208 & H 1 Dhfg
A3 IR R A o

HAIKRZHOT AMF 08 85 1) D RERIF L3515 Hh T X6 1 A A o3 B S ) R 45 2
S TR S BT A HROE RN R AR T TE BRI E FR I YSGE R (McCombe et al.,

6
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2025). A KAKIT AMF BN 2 75 RE T TE ERIRAEH S A8 R0t 18, KA T2
SEE AT MBS R, FEASEhRN B ESAE . AR AMF BES KER R A,
o8 32 B R B AR 2L AR B — s 1948 35 i 1) 14 (Martinez-Garcia and Pugnaire, 2011;
Torrecillas et al., 2012; Ji and Bever, 2016). AMF %8 2 [ 2 15 2 5 148 EAR Z ExHE -
(R e MR A FE . (RIS, 30 43 280N 8K R S AEAR AP B 22 K1k (Zeng et al., 2018), AfF 7t
ST AMF ARS8 B 22 FRid A P02 i 5 A BT 0 BE AN AR Bm 7 2 R 42 R BE A

TR - A A B AR Ak, s I B T R B 1 IO e LTS B i e . Rl SO b
5 B0 B 8N 2 VR LA, ReR et N RLSLSs, SR RIS )% R, G sR/EY)
X395 I B [T (Chisholm et al., 2006). X — 5B ATEYIPUR B Feft 7 % . Zlh,
AMF X825 LRI S B B T R RIS 7. 27 RE e B LA 2E L AR 1 40 ML, (AT et
NTRMEA, i AMF SPEMIR LA, Winig e iE . 1G58 TR o 38 e side m i)
Prigivh. IXFPEET RN B RS HE IS T B, A EBCN TR RO ) BB ROR S AR
W6 5 B 20 R 7 e AR R TR -AMF - ELAERIEFE, X AMF 808 8 RS HER = RIS UH
T HERZ B, RS A A D Re et 1 E A 5T R (Serrano et al., 2024).

M S 2, AMF N8 A FA b TP B, AR TR EL G 2 5P i, 4
Ve R i R T RE T S T B, 18D R ET AR, DAE AR AMF RU8 E
(1) 22 B e FLAE L AR HAE A 3L
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Research Progress on Effectors of Arbuscular Mycorrhizal

Fungi

Yuexuan Zhang, Peng Wang *
School of Life Sciences, Hunan Normal University, Changsha 41008, China

Abstract Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi (AMF) can form symbiotic relationships with
approximately 80% of terrestrial plants. Through their unique arbuscular structures within
roots, they establish close contact with host cells to create a bidirectional nutrient
exchange interface. This mutualistic mechanism not only enhances plant stress
resistance but also reshapes ecosystem nutrient cycling. Like pathogenic fungi, the cell
walls of AMF are primarily composed of chitin and B-glucans, which are key molecular
patterns capable of triggering host plant immune responses. How AMF effectively evades
host plant immunity remains unclear. Effector proteins secreted by pathogenic fungi have
been found to play a crucial role in suppressing plant immune responses. During
arbuscular mycorrhizal symbiosis, numerous effector proteins are also induced, which
may similarly inhibit plant immunity and facilitate fungal colonization. This article reviewed
and summarized current research on AMF effector proteins and discussed the future
research directions and challenges. Studying effector proteins will help elucidate the
regulatory mechanisms underlying the establishment and maintenance of AMF symbiosis,
deepen our understanding of host-fungal interactions, and aid in selecting optimal fungal
strains and plant varieties for enhanced symbiotic efficiency, thereby promoting
sustainable agricultural development.

Key words effectors, mycorrhizal symbiosis, defense response, arbuscular mycorrhizal
fungi, plant-fungi interaction
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